Sept. 12, 1968 



Memo to Mr. H e aly: 

Re Ha-o] >'l Weisberg complaint of inaccuracy in NEWS OP TIIE WEEK item 

RS that Carlos BringSier won a ^000 award in civil com } 

against Canyon Books and Canyon Dis trxbutm to o„, 

The item was a ' condensation of a news story Sept. '5, , I960 which told 

that Cuban exile Bringulor brought the au f. u * ^umlou-Iv 

Weisborg's publishers, on grounds author Weisberi; itolioiou.ly 
and libelous ly connected him with lee Harvey Osvrald. however, 
Weiiberr was not rule d against by Judge David uertler, and 
attorneys for Bringuier said there is no jurisdiction over 
Weisberg in iN ew Orleans • 

In protesting the condensation as inaccurate, Weisberg complains that 
P "vou sav two things that are entirely false: that 'o.. Carl os 

Bringuier. . .won a $5000 award. . .against author Harold Weiaberg... 
and. “.Judge Bavid Certler. .dis not rule against Weisberg for lack 
of jurisdiction. * " 

In "quoting" the item, Weisberg has taken it out of context and has 
obviously distorted what it really said. The ito.a roa . 

"Cuban exile Carlos Bringuier, local businessman and a figure in the 
Kennedy assassination probe, won a ^000 award against Canyon 
Books and Canyon Distributing Co. of New York for alleged 
'unwarranted, false, malicious and libelous attack against 
author Harold Weisberg for his book 'Oswald in lJ ew rleans--Case 
for "conspiracy with the C. I. A.' Judge David Artier m Civil 
District 1 Court, in ruling for Bringuier, did nou rule against 
Weisberg for lack of jurisdiction. 

Use in the news item of the second "against" ^ ul ^ a ^„ b ®^"gQ d 
apparently was— misinterpreted by Weisberg. Had the passage 
been "by author Harold W e isberg..." possibly his P^?£ e ?,L 
have been avoided,. Also, the quote that Judge Gertler did not 
rule against Weisberg for lack of jurisdiction came from 
Bringuier*s attorneys, and not from- Judge Gertler. • 

quoted because that seemed the logical explanation, er ^ 

the bookmus t have been considered libelous or the 
not have ruled against the publishers. It naturally -follows 
that if he considered it libelous that the author was equally 
guilty, but beyond reach of his jurisdiction. 

Howard Jacobs 
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Memo to Mr. Kealy: 

Re Harold Weis berg complaint of i ^^ r ^ r J n i lfoivil district cou?t 
The it* ™. . *^|g^\SiM*E eS^a^inlf Canyon, t0ld 

•*&S5 saayr^ K-ae: - 

attorneys for Bringuier sard there 1 o J u U1 

VJeis berg in r 'ew Orleans. 0 

In pinto. ting the condensation as inaccurate, Weinberg 
of juris diction. ' 

- “^ira^ *“ 

District 1 Court, in' ruling for Bringuier, did not rule agaxnst 
Weisberg for lack of jurisdiction. 

** ^anparently 

Bringuier *s attorneys, not wica^explanation. Certainly 

Shat h if e he U connidSed it libeled that the author wan equally 
guilty, but beyond reach of his jurxsdictxo . 



Howard Jacobs 
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